
To Page 1 of 1 10 56 06 PM, 10/17/03 5413023099 

October 17,2003 

Commindona Michael I CDppr 
Federal Communicntioru Cornmiidon 
445 12th Street NW 
Waihmgton, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I em wri t iq to voice my opposition to any FCC-mpndnted sdoption of "broadcaa thg technology for &@tal telcvidon ~l P c o m a  
and c i k n ,  I feel #tron&ly that such 0 policy would be bad for h o v a t i o q  connumer W b ,  m d  the ultimate adoption of DTY 

A robusr, competitive market for comuner electrcnice mrut be rooted in manufacturm' ability to innovate for their cuotomm & w i q  
movie ~tudioi to veto features of W-recept ion quipment will mble the ltudios to w1 trchdo&a what new producu uley c m  
aeatc 'XI wiU result in producb h t  don't necesedy  mlcct  what concumen like me pctuntly want m d  it could r c d t  in me bdng 
charged more money for inferior f i m c t i o d i ~  

If the FCC iSmn a broadcast t lq  mandate, I would actually be h e  &sly to make m invcdmmt in LTV-cnpblc receivm md 
equipment I will not pay more far deviCen that limit my sights at the behest of Hollywood Pleame do not mandate h a d c a s t  t lq  
technology for bul telcviuion Thpnk you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Tetrell Mitchell 
2654 H i n b  Creek Road 
Heinkell, TN 37754 
USA 



October 17, 2003 

Comrmssioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Coppr, 

I am w n m g  to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast fl4 technology for digd 
television. A5 i consumer and cihzen, I feel shongiy that such a pohcy would be bad for mnovahon, consumer 
nghtr, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competihvc market for consumer elcctromc~ must be rooted rn manufncturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowng mome stu&os to veto features of DW-recephon eqwpnent wll enable the studos to 
tell technolo,gsts what new products they can create. ' h s  d result m products that  don't necessmly reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result m me bang charged more money for mfenor 
funchonllty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcist flag mmdate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers nnd other equipment. I wll not pay more for devices that l m t  my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for drgtal television. Thank you for your hme. 

Smcerely, 

Joseph Crow 
78 Bellewe Ave 
Hiverhill, MA 01832 
USA 
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October 17, 2 0 0 3  

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more €or devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Robert Baruch 
76 Collins Lane 
Rising Sun. MD 21911 
USA 
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October 17. 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal tommunlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D c 20554 

Dear Mlchael topps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my strong opposttlon to any FtC-mandated adoptlon 0f"broadcastflag" technology for dlglta 
televlslon As a consumer and cltlzen, I SUSpect strongly that such a pollcy Is bad ?or Innovetlon, my consumer rlghts and 
the ultlmate adoptlon of DTV as a vlable medlum d communlcatlons 

A robust, competlttde market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In a manuhcturers' ablllty to Innovate. ?or thelr 
customers and thelr market Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment. an absurd concept at 
best wlll enable the studlos to tell technologists what new products they can and cannot create Thls wlll surely result In 
products that do not reflect what consumers llke me actually want, and tt could result In me paylng more money b r  lnkrlor 
functlonaltty Enough Is enough 

If the FCC Issues such a broadcast flag mandate, I wlll not make any Investment In DN-capable recekrs and other such 
related equlpment I wlll not pay 161 UevIce(I that llmk my rlghts at the behest d Hollywood mllllonalres and madla barons I 
must lnslst that you do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon To do so would be a masstve vlolatlon 
of the consumees trust and fuRher p rod  that we are not the supporters d free enterprlse and equal competttlon that was 
once the hallmark or Amerlcan buslness. 

Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Blll Fmzzetto 
8500 NW 24th St 
Sunrlse, FL 33322 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street. NW 
WaShlngtOn, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposttlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon at "breedcast tlsg" technoloQy tor d l g M  t@levblon Aa a 
consumer and cklzen, I tee1 strongly that such a pollcy would be bad tor Innovation, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon d D N  

A robust, competthke market for consumer electronlcs muSt be ro&d In manutacturen' abllrty to Innovate b r  thelr 
customers Allowlng movle Whdlos to veto (entuna et DN-nceptlon cqulpment wlll enable the Studlo9 to tell t e c h n o l o g l ~  
what new produ& they can create Thls wlll result In product3 that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want. and If could result In me belng charged more money tor Interlor functionality 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandata, I would actually be less Ilkdy to make an Investment In DN-capable recehrers 
and other equipment I wlll not pay more b r  devlcas that limn my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast ?lag technology (or dlgltal televlslon Thank you ?or your tlme 

Slncerely. 

Elgln Gregg 
57KI 4th Street 
Apt 2304 
Lubbock, TX79416 
USA 
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October 17. 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposklon to m y  FCGmandnted adoptlon et "brosdcast flag" technology tor dlgllal televlslon ps a 
consumer and cklzen, I tee1 strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Inncmtlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, cempetkhe market for consumer eleetronlcr must be rooted In rnanuheturers' abllky to Innovate tor thelr 
customers Allawlng movle itudlos to veto feature9 el DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to ell teChn0lOglsh 
what new products they can Create Thlr wlll result In products that don't necersrrlly rdleet what consumers Ilk me 
aaually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money tor Inferlortunctlonalny 

If the FCC Issues B broadcast flag mandate, I would actunlly be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvsrs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that Ilmlt my rlQht9 at the behest ot Hollywood Please do not mandnte 
broadcast tlag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you tor your tlme 

Slncerely. 

Jeff Bone 
701 Llmon 
Austln. TX 78704 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. C o p s  
Federal Communicahons Comrmssion 
445 12th Stceeg NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wnbng to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast f l d '  technology for dg~tal 
television. As a consumer and mbzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts, and the ulbmate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compebbve market for consumer electronics must be coated UI manufactucers' a u t y  to umovate for 
their customers. Allowmg movie studios to veto features of DTV-recepbon equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. T m s  wll result in products that don't necessanly reflect 
what consumers like me actudy want, and it could result in me bang charged moce money for Infenor 
funcaonhty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less hkaly to make an rnvestment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h t  my nghts at the behest of Hollyood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for c h g d  telension. ?hank you for p u r  hme. 

Sincerely, 

J.  Maynard Gelinas 
24 Bovdom St. 
S o m e d e ,  MA 02143 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Fedeml Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps 

I am wrltlng to wlce my oppostllon to any FCGmandabd adoptlon ot "brosdcest flag" technology for dlgtal televlslon As B 

consumer and ctlzen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovetlon. consumer rights and the ultlmate 
adoptlon a( D N  

A robust, CompetktJe market for consumer electronic¶ must be rooted In manuhcturera ablllty to Innovate for their 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto (eatures of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsta 
what new producb they can create Thls wlll result In product9 that don't necesrarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged mere money for lnferlor functlonalb 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flaQ mandate. I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvera 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlcea that llmn my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal telwlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slneerely, 

John Hlgdon 
2256 Falrhlll Lane 
San Jose, CA 95125 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 

Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchsel topps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposklon to any FCGmindabsd adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlglhl televlslon Al a 
consumer and cklzen. I tee1 strongly that much a pollcy would be bad tor Innovetlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon ot D N  

A robust competltbe market for conaumer clectmnlca muSt be ro&d In manuhcturers' ablllry to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon cqulpment wlll enable the studloa to tell technologlsta 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't neceasarlly reflect what consumers IIke me 
actually want. and lt could result In me belng charged more money tor lnferlor functlonalky 

if the FCC ~asues a broadcast flag mandate I muld actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recahrs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more (or devlces that llmR my rlghta at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flap technology tor dlglhl televlslon Thank you tor your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Ralph Lee 
6400 Chrldle Ave fit5409 
Emeryvllle, CA 94608 
USA 

445 12th Street, NW 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
washlngton, D c 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I a m  wrRlng to volce my oppositlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for d l g h l  televlslon As a 
consumer and CRlZen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovptlon. consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon oi D N  

A robust, cornpethe market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manuhcturen' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customen Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll ennble the studlor to tell technologlrts 
what new produrn they can create Thls wlll result In produeh that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually m n t ,  and tt could result In me belng charged more money ror Inferlor functlonalkj 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recehran 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmit my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely. 

Andre Dehondt 
14 East 4th Street 
Apt 815 
NewYork, NY 10012 
USA 



October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons commlsslon 
445 Gth Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to mlce my opposition to any FCGmandated adoptlon d "broadcast flag" technology for d lgh l  televlslon ps a 
consumer and ettlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for innwatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust competitke market for consumer electronlcr must be rooted In manutacturers' ablllty to Innovate tor thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equlpment wlll enable the studloa to tell tcchnologlsts 
what new products they can create Thlr wlll result In produds that don't neccssarlly reflect what consumen Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnlerlorfunetlonalny 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more tor devlces that llmll my r lghh at the behast of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgttal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerrly, 

Yo Jung 
12908 Buccaneer Rd 
Sllver Sprlng. MD 20904 
USA 
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October 17,2003 

Commwsiamer Michael J Copps 
F s d d  Communication# CommhPion 
445 12th Street. NW 
Waslungton, D C 20554 

Denr Michael Copp~, 

I sun w r X q  to voice my opposition to m y  FCC-manndafcd adoption of "broadcad flse" technology for 
and citizen, I feel stron&ly thst such P policy would be bnd for innovation, c o n m e r  dghtl. m d  the ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for c o m e r  electronics m w  be rooted in mmufadurm' ability to innovate for their curtomom Allowiq 
movie studios to veto fenmen of DW-reception equipmat will enable the mdioi  to tell technolo@# whnt new pmducu they c m  
create T h  will result in producu that don? necetnnrily reflect whpt cmumcrn like me nctvally W M ~  md it could r e d t  in me b.+ 
c h q e d  more money for inferior fundodily 

If the FCC inluci a broadcast flag mandate, I would pctually be l o #  likely to mnke m kverbnent m DTvcapablc mcavm and other 
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my ri$~tl at the bthent of Hollyarood Plcwe do not mandate h n d c n r t  flng 
technology for digital televioion ?hi& you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Stephen Jacobs 
203 Finecove Ave 
Odenton, MD 21 I13 
USA 

telnridcn A, a c o r n u  
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October 17, 2003 

Comnussioner Uchie l  J. C o p s  
Federd Communications Comrmssion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wtmg to voice my oppos~hon to any FCC-mandated dophon of "broadcast fl& technology for dgd 
telension. As a consumer and uhzen, I feel saongly that such a pokcy would be bad for mnovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulbmate idophon of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve market for consumer electromcs must be rooted m manufacturers' ablllty to m o v i t e  for 
their customers. Allowng mome stud~os to veto features of DTV-recephon equipment d enable the studor to 
tell technolopsts what new products they C M  create. %s d result m products that don't necesspnly reflect 
what consumers like me actunlly want, and it could result m me b a g  chuged more money for mfenor 
funcbondity. 

If  the FCC issues a brondcist flag mnndate, I would nctudly be less Lkely to mnke an mvestment m DTWcnpnble 
receivers and other equpment. I wll  not pay more for devlces that h t  my n&ts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dt@ television. ?hank you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Iielsey Stout 
603 Race #lo102 
New Orleans, LA 70130 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federd Communicabons C o m s s i o n  
445 12th StreeG NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Wchael Copps, 

I am writing to voice my opposibon to any FCC-mandated pdophon of "broadcast fla& technology for &gd 
television. As a consumer and uhzcn, I fed strongly that such u policy would be bad for mnovabon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulbmate adopbon of DTV. 

h robust, compebhve m u h t  for consumer dectromcs must be rooted rn manufacturers' ability to movate  for 
their customers. Allounng movie stud~os to veto features of DTV-recepbon equpment wll enable the studios to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. ' h s  d result rn products that don't necessmly reflect 
what consumers Lke me actudywant, and it could result rn me being chnrgcd more money for rnfenor 
functlonahty. 

If  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less hhly to mnke an rnveshnent m DTV-capable 
recmvers and other equpment. I Unll not pay more for devices that h t  my nghtr at the behest of Hollyood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for d~gd telmsion. Thank you for your m e .  

Sincerely, 

Mike N e d e  
613 Creel Ave. 
Lousdle,  KY 40208 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrklng to volce my npposklon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast (lag" technology for d lgh l  televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bed for Innmtlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adaptlon ot D i V  

A robust, competntve market ror consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manuhcturerr' ablllty to lnnwate for thelr 
customers Allowlng mnvle studlas to veto haturer of DN-receptlan equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumen llke me 
actually want, and k could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlorfunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recebers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more 101 devlces that llrnk my rlghta at the behest ot Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcnst flag technology for dlgltal televlalon Thank you ror your t h e .  

Slncerely, 

Apu Mulllck 
42 Ronald Terrace 
Sprlngfleld, NJ 07081 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I a m  wrklng to volce my opposnlon to any FCGmandated adoptlon of "broadcestflag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad b r  Innovptlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D W  

A robust competlth'e market for consumer electronks musl be rooted In manuhcturen' abllny to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allawlng mwle stud109 to veto features of DTV-raceptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell tsehnologlm 
what new product¶ they can create Thls wlll rewlt In product¶ that don't necrssarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor lunetbnality 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to maka an Investment In DW-capable reeelvets 
and other equlpment I will not pay more for devlces that llmtt my rlghta at the behest or Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgttal televlslon Thank you Tor your tlme 

Slncerely. 

Carlos Avlles 
43 Pheasant Brook Court 
Bedmlnster, NJ 07921 
USA 



October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Comrnlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlehsel Copps, 

I am wrItln0 to volce my opposklon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgtta televlslon h a 
consumer snd cttlren. I feel strongly that such n pollcy would be bad for Innmtlon, consumer rlghh, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competthre market tor consumer electronics m u d  be rooted In manutaeturen' abllty to Innovate for thelr 
custorncn Allowlng rnovle studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equlpment wlll enable the studlor to tell technologlam 
what new producb they can create This wlll result In pmduclp that don't necessarlly reflect what consumen Ilk me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnlerlorfunctlonsllty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would sewally be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recabers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces thnt ilrntt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglEpI televlslon Thank you lor your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Brent Mehner 
5005 Longstreet PI 131 
Bossler CNy LA 711 12 
USA 
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October 17. 2003 

Commlssloner MIchaeI J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps. 

1 am wrtlng to volce my opposttlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcnstflag" technology for d l g k l  telwlslon AB a 
consumer and ctlzen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon. consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, compettke market for consumer electronics must be footed In manuhetunrs' ablltty to I n n m t e  (or thelr 
customen Allowlng movle studlor to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlor to tell techno logh 
what new products they can enate Thls wlll result In products that don't neccssarlly refeet what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor tunctlonalty 

Ir the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelwrrs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more (or devlces that l lmt  my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology tor dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Adam Ely 
5740 Gulf Rd 
Mllton, FL 32583 
USA 
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October 17,2003 

Commirs im Michnel J Coppa 
Federal Cmunicat ione Commission 
445 12th Street N W  
Wa#hh@m, D C 20554 

Dear Michacl Coppi, 

1 mi writing to voice my oppontim to any FCC-mandated ndoption of "broadcart flag t echobgy  for di@ telcvLiDn Al n conmumex 
and citizen, I feel strongly thst mch n policy would be bad for innovntio& colwmer +ti, Md tha dtimnte adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in mmufacturm' abi& to innovate for their custmnas ~ U o w i n g  
movie studios to veto fenhues of DTV-reception equipment will enable the atdai  to tell t e M ~ g i r t s  whnt new ploductl they can 
mente This will rcidt in producti that don't n e c c s i d y  reflect whnt conlumm Eke me a c m d y  want, and it could r e d t  in me b e 4  
charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC h u e s  a broadcast nag mandate. I would pctvplly td l e s i  likely to make an inveltment in W-cnpnb le  rac&vm and othn 
equipment I wUl not pny m m  for devices thpt limit my 
technology for &tal te lehion ThpnL you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Nathan Isburgh 
5701 S Mo Pac Expy 
Apt 2121 
A h ,  TX 78149 
USA 

at the behelt of Hollywood do not mandnte br~adcnrt @q 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Comrnunlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton, 0 C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposklon to any FCCmnndated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgttal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy w u l d  be bad (or Innovstlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmab 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust. competklve market for conrumer electrnnlcr must be rooted In manuhcturers abllny to Innovate (or thelr 
curtomen Allowlng mwle studlor to veto katurea of DN-reception equlpment wlll enable the studlos b tell bchnologlrts 
what new produets they can create Thls wlll rerult In products that don't necesrirlly reflect what consumen Ilke me 
actuaky want, and It could result In me behg chnrged more money tor lnkrlor?unctbnalhy 

Ir the FCC Issues a broadcset flag mandate I would actually be lesa Ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recehrs 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more lor  devlces that llmR my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology (or dlgttal televldon Thank you (or your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Andrew Moll 
3676 Wheelock Student Center 
Unlvenhy et Puget Sound 
Tacoma, WA 98416 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federd Communicattons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I yn wntmg to voice my opposiuon to MY FCC-mandated adopaon of "broadcast fl& technology for &ptd 
television. A5 a consumer and ahzen, I feel rrtrongly that such P pohcy would be bad for mnovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulumate adopuon of DTV. 

A robust, compeuhve mvket for consumer electrorucs must be rooted m manufacturers' aWty to -ovate for 
that customers. Allowmg mome studtor to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wll  enable the smdios to 
tell technolog~sts what new products h e y  c m  create. T h i s  unll result in products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers like me actudy W M ~  and it could result in me bung chugod more money for infenor 
funcuonality. 

I f  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would nctually be less likely to make on mvestment m m - c a p a b l e  
receivers and other equipment. I d not pay more for devlccs that h t  my nghn at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcart flpg technology for d g t d  telension. ?hank you for your ume. 

Sincerely, 

Ethan Marcotte 
4 Greenough Avenue 
Apartment #1 
Cmbndgc, MA 02139 
USA 
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October 17. 2003  

Commissioner Michael J CODOS 
Federal Comnunicat ions Com&sion 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

S i ncerel y 

Jonathan McLaughlin 
1164 Manhattan Ave 
Brooklyn. NY 1 1 2 2 2  
USA 
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October 16, 2 0 0 3  

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flas" technolosv for diaital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strangly that &h a poiicy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This wlll result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Daniel Antony 
7 0 6  Imperial Dr Apt 216 
Morris. MN 56267 
USA 



October 17, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Coppr 
Federal Communicabons Comnussion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washmgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wnmg to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast f lag technology for d~gitnl 
television. As a consumer and cihzen, I feel strongly that such i policy would be bad for innovabon. consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate adopuon of DTV. 

A robus\ compeuhve mnrket for consumer electromcr muit be rooted in manufacturerr' abrLty to innovate for 
their customers. Mowing mome studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment d l  enable the stud~os to 
tell technolopts what new products they CM c rab .  l h s  d result m products that don't necesrdy  reflect 
what consumers like me actudly want and i t  could result m me bang charged more money for mfenor 
funcuonaLty. 

If the FCC issues a broodcast flngrnnndate, I would actually be le55 Lkely to mnke an investment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I d not pay more for devlcer that lirmt my n&ts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtnl television. 'Ihmk you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

ILchard Sunmonr 
530 Summerfield Dnve 
Chanhassen, MN 55317 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps. 

I am wrtlng to volce my opposttlon to any FCCmandsted adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology (or dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and ctlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy w u l d  be bad for Innobntlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon ot D N  

A robust, competttce market ror conaumer elecvonlc~ must be rooted In mnnuhcturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customen Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DlV-reeeptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new produeh they can create Thls wlll result In produeb that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilk me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money (or Inferlorfunctlonallty 

ir the FCC Issues a broadcast nag mandsk, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recehm 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more (or devlces that llmtt my rlghb at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology ror dlgkal televlslon Thank you (or your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Gordon Daugheq 
3042 N 97th Street 
Apt 2 
Omaha. NE 68134 
USA 


